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	South Wiltshire Core Strategy

Development Plan Document (DPD)
Publication Stage Representation Form

Ref:

(For official use only) 
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	 
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Name of the DPD to which this representation relates:
	South Wiltshire Core Strategy 
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Please return to Wiltshire Council, by  5pm on Wednesday 30th September 2009

By post to: Planning Office, Spatial Planning South Team, 61 Wyndham Road, Salisbury, Wiltshire, SP2 7NN or 

By e-mail to: james.sutton@wiltshire.gov.uk  

By fax to:  01722 434 247
	
	
	
	
	
	

	This form has two parts –

Part A – Personal Details

Part B – Your representation(s). Please fill in a separate sheet for each representation you wish to make.


	
	
	
	
	
	

	Part A


	
	
	
	
	
	

	1. Personal Details*
	
	
	
	
	
	2. Agent’s Details (if applicable)
	
	
	
	
	
	

	*If an agent is appointed, please complete only the Title, Name and Organisation

boxes below but complete the full contact details of the agent in 2.  


	
	
	
	
	
	

	Title
	Mrs
	 
	 
	
	Mr
	Mrs
	Miss
	Ms
	Dr

	 
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	First Name
	Pam 
	 
	 
	
	
	
	
	
	

	 
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Last Name
	Rouquette
	 
	 
	
	
	
	
	
	

	 
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Job Title 
	Secretary
	 
	 
	
	
	
	
	
	

	(where relevant)
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Organisation 
	South Wiltshire Agenda 21
	 
	 
	
	
	
	
	
	

	(where relevant)
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Address Line 1
	
	 
	 
	
	
	
	
	
	

	 
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Line 2
	
	 
	 
	
	
	
	
	
	

	 
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Line 3
	
	 
	 
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Nadder Bank
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Line 4
	 
	 
	 
	
	
	
	
	
	

	 
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Post Code
	
	 
	 
	
	
	
	
	
	

	 
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Telephone Number
	
	 
	 
	
	
	
	
	
	

	 
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	E-mail Address
	
	 
	 
	
	
	
	
	
	

	(where relevant)
	
	
	
	
	
	
	


	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Part B – Please use a separate sheet for each representation


	
	
	
	
	
	

	Name or Organisation : South Wiltshire Agenda 21


	
	
	
	
	
	

	3. To which part of the DPD does this representation relate?
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Paragraph
	5.17
	Policy
	1
	Proposals Map
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	


	4. Do you consider the DPD is  :
	
	
	
	
	
	

	4.(1) Legally compliant

4.(2) Sound
	Yes

Yes 
	
	
	No     

No
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	(
	
	
	
	
	
	

	If you have entered No to 4.(2), please continue to Q5. In all other circumstances, please go to Qu 6.
	
	
	
	
	
	


	5. Do you consider the DPD is unsound because it is not:
	
	
	
	
	
	

	(1) Justified 
	(
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	(2) Effective
	(
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	(3) Consistent with national policy
	(
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	6. Please give details of why you consider the DPD is not legally compliant or is unsound. Please be as precise as possible.

If you wish to support the legal compliance or soundness of the DPD, please also use this box to set out your comments. 
	
	
	
	
	
	

	We would contend that the Core Strategy is unsound because the level of dwellings/jobs proposed have not been shown to be environmentally sustainable for South Wiltshire.  The following is cited as evidence:

a) Potential adverse impacts on River Avon SAC

The Habitats Regulations Assessment report (HRA) states (HRA 1.7 – 1.9) that if adverse effects on Natura 2000 sites cannot be avoided then the plan making body must demonstrate that “there are imperative reasons of overriding public interest and that there are no alternative solutions, and then secure any necessary compensatory measures to protect the integrity of the N2K sites.” 

However, in the Appropriate Assessment within the HRA it is noted that elevated phosphate concentrates from waste water are potentially already causing adverse effects on the River Avon SAC  (HRA 4.9) and there is an ongoing Review of Consents (RoC) which will report in December 2009.  In the absence of this RoC report it is unsound to suggest (HRA 5.3) that “in relation to the potential effects on the River Avon SAC from waste water discharges from new development, it is concluded that the Core Strategy includes sufficient policies to avoid or mitigate adverse effects”. It is also stated in that same paragraph “that further work is required to define the precise means of securing mitigation with the Environment Agency and Natural England.”  While Core Policy 20 relating to pollution and phosphate levels in the water environment is welcome there are clearly no guarantees, in the absence of the phosphate management plan referred to, that this policy will be successful in avoiding environmental impacts on the River Avon SAC. 

If adverse effects on the River Avon referred to cannot be avoided then the Habitats Regulations indicate that the tests of ‘overriding public interest’ and ‘no alternative solutions’ be applied (which might imply development elsewhere in the region or country rather than South Wiltshire).  It is not sound to work on the assumption that adverse effects might be avoidable (with further work being needed to prove this) – to comply with the precautionary principle the further work to ensure that adverse effects can be avoided needs to be completed before the acceptance of Core Strategy housing/employment levels. 

b) Failure to meet regional ‘brownfield sites’ target

South Wiltshire Agenda 21 strongly support the use of previously developed land for development. Core Policy 1 is unsound since it suggests that South Wiltshire will only be able to set a target of 34% for reuse of previously developed land for housing, when the target set in the RSS is at least 50% (including the conversion of existing buildings) [Core Strategy 5.16].    

Given the high quality generally of the landscape in South Wiltshire there seems no reason why we should be expected to sacrifice a higher proportion of this to house building than other parts of the SW region. We are also concerned at the loss of so much agricultural land at a time when there is growing concern about how we are to feed ourselves as a nation and about soil loss, which acts as a carbon sink.  We suggest that unless more brownfield sites/existing buildings can be identified the housing numbers need to be reduced such that a 50% previously developed land target can be achieved. 

(Continue on a separate sheet /expand box if necessary)
	
	
	
	
	
	

	7. Please set out what change(s) you consider necessary to make the DPD legally compliant or sound, having regard to the test you have identified at 5 above where this relates to soundness. You will need to say why this change will make the DPD legally compliant or sound. It will be helpful if you are able to put forward your suggested revised wording of any policy or text. Please be as precise as possible.
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Reduce housing/employment allocations as required to ensure no damage to SAC (further work required) and to comply with minimum of 50% previously developed land target required by RSS.

(Continue on a separate sheet /expand box if necessary)


	
	
	
	
	
	

	Please note your representation should cover succinctly all the information, evidence and supporting information necessary to support/justify the representation and the suggested change, as there will not normally be a subsequent opportunity to make further representations based on the original representation at publication stage.  

After this stage, further submissions will be only at the request of the Inspector, based on the matters and issues he/she identifies for examination.
	
	
	
	
	
	

	8. If your representation is seeking a change, do you consider it necessary to participate at the oral part of the examination?
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	(
	No, I do not wish to participate at the 

oral examination
	
	Yes, I wish to participate at the 

oral examination
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	9.  If you wish to participate at the oral part of the examination,  please outline why you consider this to be necessary:
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Please note the Inspector will determine the most appropriate procedure to adopt to hear those who have indicated that they wish to participate at the oral part of the examination.
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	


	Signature:
	 P. G. Rouquette
	Date:
	 29/09/2009
	
	
	
	
	
	


	Part B – Please use a separate sheet for each representation


	
	
	
	
	
	

	Name or Organisation : South Wiltshire Agenda 21


	
	
	
	
	
	

	3. To which part of the DPD does this representation relate?
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Paragraph
	
	Policy
	2
	Proposals Map
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	


	4. Do you consider the DPD is  :
	
	
	
	
	
	

	4.(1) Legally compliant

4.(2) Sound
	Yes

Yes 
	
	
	No     

No
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	(
	
	
	
	
	
	

	If you have entered No to 4.(2), please continue to Q5. In all other circumstances, please go to Qu 6.
	
	
	
	
	
	


	5. Do you consider the DPD is unsound because it is not:
	
	
	
	
	
	

	(1) Justified 
	(
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	(2) Effective
	(
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	(3) Consistent with national policy
	(
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	6. Please give details of why you consider the DPD is not legally compliant or is unsound. Please be as precise as possible.

If you wish to support the legal compliance or soundness of the DPD, please also use this box to set out your comments. 
	
	
	
	
	
	

	The Transport Strategy is not complete – to put forward plans for the location of major development sites for both housing and employment land without the Transport Strategy is unsound.  There is no opportunity to asses the impact of any transport infrastructure requirements considered necessary to support these developments or mitigate the unfavourable impact of traffic which would occur as a result. The Core Strategy should not be submitted without the Transport Strategy when the impact of this could be a major consideration in the feasibility of the chosen sites.   

It is essential that any new infrastructure proposals are made explicit in the Core Strategy for review and examination at the EIP. 

(Continue on a separate sheet /expand box if necessary)
	
	
	
	
	
	

	7. Please set out what change(s) you consider necessary to make the DPD legally compliant or sound, having regard to the test you have identified at 5 above where this relates to soundness. You will need to say why this change will make the DPD legally compliant or sound. It will be helpful if you are able to put forward your suggested revised wording of any policy or text. Please be as precise as possible.
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Any major transport infrastructure requirements need to be identified as part of the Core Strategy and form part of the EIP process.


	
	
	
	
	
	

	Please note your representation should cover succinctly all the information, evidence and supporting information necessary to support/justify the representation and the suggested change, as there will not normally be a subsequent opportunity to make further representations based on the original representation at publication stage.  

After this stage, further submissions will be only at the request of the Inspector, based on the matters and issues he/she identifies for examination.
	
	
	
	
	
	

	8. If your representation is seeking a change, do you consider it necessary to participate at the oral part of the examination?
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	(
	No, I do not wish to participate at the 

oral examination
	
	Yes, I wish to participate at the 

oral examination
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	9.  If you wish to participate at the oral part of the examination,  please outline why you consider this to be necessary:
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	.


	
	
	
	
	
	

	Please note the Inspector will determine the most appropriate procedure to adopt to hear those who have indicated that they wish to participate at the oral part of the examination.
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	


	Signature:
	 P. G. Rouquette
	Date:
	 29/09/2009
	
	
	
	
	
	


	Part B – Please use a separate sheet for each representation


	
	
	
	
	
	

	Name or Organisation : South Wiltshire Agenda 21


	
	
	
	
	
	

	3. To which part of the DPD does this representation relate?
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Paragraph
	
	Policy
	19
	Proposals Map
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	


	4. Do you consider the DPD is  :
	
	
	
	
	
	

	4.(1) Legally compliant

4.(2) Sound
	Yes

Yes 
	
	
	No     

No
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	(
	
	
	
	
	
	

	If you have entered No to 4.(2), please continue to Q5. In all other circumstances, please go to Qu 6.
	
	
	
	
	
	


	5. Do you consider the DPD is unsound because it is not:
	
	
	
	
	
	

	(1) Justified 
	(
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	(2) Effective
	(
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	(3) Consistent with national policy
	(
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	6. Please give details of why you consider the DPD is not legally compliant or is unsound. Please be as precise as possible.

If you wish to support the legal compliance or soundness of the DPD, please also use this box to set out your comments. 
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Policy 19 suggests “incorporating water efficiency measures to a minimum standard equivalent to Level 3 of the Code for Sustainable Homes.”

This is unsound, we would like to see a much higher target than Code 3 for Sustainable Homes. 
(Continue on a separate sheet /expand box if necessary)


	
	
	
	
	
	

	7. Please set out what change(s) you consider necessary to make the DPD legally compliant or sound, having regard to the test you have identified at 5 above where this relates to soundness. You will need to say why this change will make the DPD legally compliant or sound. It will be helpful if you are able to put forward your suggested revised wording of any policy or text. Please be as precise as possible.
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Policy 19 should refer to Level 6 not Level 3.
(Continue on a separate sheet /expand box if necessary)


	
	
	
	
	
	

	Please note your representation should cover succinctly all the information, evidence and supporting information necessary to support/justify the representation and the suggested change, as there will not normally be a subsequent opportunity to make further representations based on the original representation at publication stage.  

After this stage, further submissions will be only at the request of the Inspector, based on the matters and issues he/she identifies for examination.
	
	
	
	
	
	

	8. If your representation is seeking a change, do you consider it necessary to participate at the oral part of the examination?
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	(
	No, I do not wish to participate at the 

oral examination
	
	Yes, I wish to participate at the 

oral examination
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	9.  If you wish to participate at the oral part of the examination,  please outline why you consider this to be necessary:
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Please note the Inspector will determine the most appropriate procedure to adopt to hear those who have indicated that they wish to participate at the oral part of the examination.
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	


	Signature:
	 P. G. Rouquette
	Date:
	 29/09/2009
	
	
	
	
	
	


	Part B – Please use a separate sheet for each representation


	
	
	
	
	
	

	Name or Organisation : South Wiltshire Agenda 21


	
	
	
	
	
	

	3. To which part of the DPD does this representation relate?
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Paragraph
	
	Policy
	Appendix A

All sites
	Proposals Map
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	


	4. Do you consider the DPD is  :
	
	
	
	
	
	

	4.(1) Legally compliant

4.(2) Sound
	Yes

Yes 
	
	
	No     

No
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	(
	
	
	
	
	
	

	If you have entered No to 4.(2), please continue to Q5. In all other circumstances, please go to Qu 6.
	
	
	
	
	
	


	5. Do you consider the DPD is unsound because it is not:
	
	
	
	
	
	

	(1) Justified 
	(
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	(2) Effective
	(
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	(3) Consistent with national policy
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	6. Please give details of why you consider the DPD is not legally compliant or is unsound. Please be as precise as possible.

If you wish to support the legal compliance or soundness of the DPD, please also use this box to set out your comments. 
	
	
	
	
	
	

	We refer to Essential Infrastructure Requirements for each site:

Transportation: Without the Transport Strategy there is no way of knowing what the ‘mayor infrastructure requirement’ for each site will be and therefore no way that we can assess what the impact would be on the environment or existing residential areas.  It is therefore unsound to take the Core Strategy forward without this information being available.

Renewable energy: 10% renewable energy generated on or near the site.

We do not consider that this target is high enough.  With the increasing impetus to tackle Climate Change this document should anticipate much higher targets being set in the future and should therefore be more ambitious at this stage.  We would like to see at least 20% renewable energy.

Drainage and Water. This is an area of considerable concern.  The document indicates that all developments will require additional supply capacity and discharge improvements.  We commend the commitment to water saving measures and sustainable drainage systems but remain concerned about the impact on the River Avon SAC which has suffered significant effects from low flows over many years. (Continue on a separate sheet /expand box if necessary)
	
	
	
	
	
	

	7. Please set out what change(s) you consider necessary to make the DPD legally compliant or sound, having regard to the test you have identified at 5 above where this relates to soundness. You will need to say why this change will make the DPD legally compliant or sound. It will be helpful if you are able to put forward your suggested revised wording of any policy or text. Please be as precise as possible.
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Transportation: Any major transport infrastructure requirements need to be identified as part of the Core Strategy and form part of the EIP process.

Renewable Energy:  20% renewable energy generated on or near each site.

Drainage and water: Very careful consideration must be given to the water and drainage requirements of the new developments.  In view of the sensitivity of the Salisbury area to flooding, over abstraction and risk of pollution of the River Avon SAC it may be necessary to reduce the numbers of houses in the South Wiltshire Area on greenfield sites. More use must be made of brownfield sites.  We would like to see maximum use made of city centre building stock including residential units above shops where appropriate and high-density development on existing car parks once the 5th Park and Ride site is open.
(Continue on a separate sheet /expand box if necessary)
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Please note your representation should cover succinctly all the information, evidence and supporting information necessary to support/justify the representation and the suggested change, as there will not normally be a subsequent opportunity to make further representations based on the original representation at publication stage.  

After this stage, further submissions will be only at the request of the Inspector, based on the matters and issues he/she identifies for examination.
	
	
	
	
	
	

	8. If your representation is seeking a change, do you consider it necessary to participate at the oral part of the examination?
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	(
	No, I do not wish to participate at the 

oral examination
	
	Yes, I wish to participate at the 

oral examination
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	9.  If you wish to participate at the oral part of the examination,  please outline why you consider this to be necessary:
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Please note the Inspector will determine the most appropriate procedure to adopt to hear those who have indicated that they wish to participate at the oral part of the examination.
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	


	Signature:
	 P. G. Rouquette
	Date:
	 29/09/2009
	
	
	
	
	
	


	Part B – Please use a separate sheet for each representation


	
	
	
	
	
	

	Name or Organisation : South Wiltshire Agenda 21


	
	
	
	
	
	

	3. To which part of the DPD does this representation relate?
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Paragraph
	
	Policy
	23
	Proposals Map
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	


	4. Do you consider the DPD is  :
	
	
	
	
	
	

	4.(1) Legally compliant

4.(2) Sound
	Yes

Yes 
	(
	
	No     

No
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	(
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	If you have entered No to 4.(2), please continue to Q5. In all other circumstances, please go to Qu 6.
	
	
	
	
	
	


	5. Do you consider the DPD is unsound because it is not:
	
	
	
	
	
	

	(1) Justified 
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	(2) Effective
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	(3) Consistent with national policy
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	6. Please give details of why you consider the DPD is not legally compliant or is unsound. Please be as precise as possible.

If you wish to support the legal compliance or soundness of the DPD, please also use this box to set out your comments. 
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Green infrastructure and habitat networks.

We are pleased to see strong support for the retention and enhancement of green infrastructure and the commitment to the prevention of habitat fragmentation.

 We welcome the statement:

‘Until such time as the Green Infrastructure Plan is produced a development that would adversely affect the integrity and value of the existing Green Infrastructure network, or prejudice the implementation of the Wiltshire Green Infrastructure Plan will not be permitted.

(Continue on a separate sheet /expand box if necessary)
	
	
	
	
	
	

	7. Please set out what change(s) you consider necessary to make the DPD legally compliant or sound, having regard to the test you have identified at 5 above where this relates to soundness. You will need to say why this change will make the DPD legally compliant or sound. It will be helpful if you are able to put forward your suggested revised wording of any policy or text. Please be as precise as possible.
	
	
	
	
	
	

	(Continue on a separate sheet /expand box if necessary)
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Please note your representation should cover succinctly all the information, evidence and supporting information necessary to support/justify the representation and the suggested change, as there will not normally be a subsequent opportunity to make further representations based on the original representation at publication stage.  

After this stage, further submissions will be only at the request of the Inspector, based on the matters and issues he/she identifies for examination.
	
	
	
	
	
	

	8. If your representation is seeking a change, do you consider it necessary to participate at the oral part of the examination?
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	(
	No, I do not wish to participate at the 

oral examination
	
	Yes, I wish to participate at the 

oral examination
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	9.  If you wish to participate at the oral part of the examination,  please outline why you consider this to be necessary:
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Please note the Inspector will determine the most appropriate procedure to adopt to hear those who have indicated that they wish to participate at the oral part of the examination.
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	


	Signature:
	 P. G. Rouquette
	Date:
	 29/09/2009
	
	
	
	
	
	


